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shall be in order at any time to con-
sider in the House the resolution (H. 
Res. 423); the resolution shall be con-
sidered as read; and the previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on 
the resolution to its adoption without 
intervening motion or demand for divi-
sion of the question except: (1) 1 hour 
of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary; and (2) one motion to re-
commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Wis-
consin? 

There was no objection. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on House Resolution 423. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

f 

HONORING AND RECOGNIZING THE 
DISTINGUISHED SERVICE, CA-
REER, AND ACHIEVEMENTS OF 
CHIEF JUSTICE WILLIAM HUBBS 
REHNQUIST UPON HIS DEATH 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to the order of the House 
entered into previously today, I call up 
the resolution (H. Res. 423) honoring 
and recognizing the distinguished serv-
ice, career, and achievements of Chief 
Justice William Hubbs Rehnquist upon 
his death, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of House Resolution 423 is as 
follows: 

H. RES. 423 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist was born on 
October 1, 1924, in Milwaukee, Wisconsin and 
grew up the son of a paper salesman; 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist served the 
United States in the Army Air Corps during 
World War II; 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist attended 
and graduated from Stanford University, 
earning a bachelor’s and master’s degree in 
political science, and a second master’s de-
gree in government from Harvard Univer-
sity; 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist went on to 
graduate first in his class at Stanford Law 
School in 1952, where he met his wife Natalie 
‘‘Nan’’ Cornell; 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist and Natalie 
had three children: James, Janet, and Nancy; 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist served as a 
law clerk to Justice Robert H. Jackson on 
the Supreme Court during the 1951 and 1952 
terms, and as Assistant Attorney General for 
the Justice Department’s Office of Legal 
Counsel, where he advised the Nixon Admin-
istration on constitutional law from 1969 
until 1971; 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist was ap-
pointed by President Nixon and confirmed by 

the Senate as an Associate Justice of the 
United States on December 10, 1971, at the 
age of 47; 

Whereas William H. Rehnquist was ap-
pointed by President Reagan and confirmed 
by the Senate as the 16th Chief Justice of the 
United States in 1986; 

Whereas Chief Justice Rehnquist’s 33-year 
tenure on the Supreme Court was one of the 
longest and most influential in the Nation’s 
history; 

Whereas legal scholars of all perspectives 
rank Chief Justice Rehnquist as among the 
great Chief Justices of the United States 
who influenced the interpretation of the law 
in significant ways; 

Whereas Chief Justice Rehnquist was wide-
ly respected for his evenhandedness as Chief 
Justice; and 

Whereas on January 7, 2002, the 30th Anni-
versary of his swearing in at the Supreme 
Court, Justice John Paul Stevens praised 
Chief Justice Rehnquist for ‘‘the efficiency, 
good humor and absolute impartiality that 
you have consistently displayed when pre-
siding at our Conferences’’: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) has learned with profound sorrow of the 
death of Chief Justice Rehnquist; and 

(2) honors, recognizes, and expresses grati-
tude for the distinguished service, career, 
and achievements of William H. Rehnquist 
upon his death. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of today, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER) and the gentleman 
from California (Mr. BERMAN) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER). 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of House Resolution 423 which honors 
and recognizes the distinguished serv-
ice, career, and achievements of Chief 
Justice William Hubbs Rehnquist upon 
his death. 

Mr. Speaker, the passing of Chief 
Justice Rehnquist means that a long 
and distinguished career has come to 
an end. William Rehnquist was born on 
October 1, 1924, in Milwaukee, Wis-
consin and was raised in nearby 
Shorewood, Wisconsin, which currently 
lies in the congressional district I am 
proud to represent. The future Chief 
Justice attended Kenyon College brief-
ly before joining the U.S. Army Air 
Corps during World War II. 

Following his career in the Army, 
Chief Justice Rehnquist attended and 
graduated from Stanford University, 
where he received a bachelor’s and 
master’s degree in political science and 
a second master’s degree in govern-
ment from Harvard University. 

At Stanford Law School, the future 
Chief Justice graduated first in the 
class that famously included his future 
colleague, Justice Sandra Day O’Con-
nor. It was also at Stanford Law 
School that the Chief Justice met his 
future wife, Natalie ‘‘Nan’’ Cornell, 
whom he married in 1953. 

After graduation, William Rehnquist 
clerked for Supreme Court Justice 
Robert H. Jackson for the 1952 and 1953 

terms. He then went on to practice as 
an attorney in his adopted home State 
of Arizona for several years before re-
turning to Washington, DC, to serve as 
Assistant Attorney General for the 
Justice Department’s Office of Legal 
Counsel, where he advised the Nixon 
administration on constitutional law 
from 1969 until 1971. 

On October 22, 1971, President Nixon 
nominated William Rehnquist to fill 
the vacancy on the United States Su-
preme Court created by Justice John 
Marshall Harlan’s retirement. The Sen-
ate confirmed him to the post of Asso-
ciate Justice on December 10, 1971, and 
he was sworn into office on January 7, 
1972, at the age of 47. 

Under his leadership, federalism, ju-
dicial restraint, and State autonomy 
once again became staple features of 
the Court’s jurisprudence. Chief Jus-
tice Rehnquist deeply respected the 
proper roles of each branch of govern-
ment and the separation of powers en-
visioned by our Founders. He repeat-
edly acknowledged that the first 
amendment to the Constitution guar-
anteed the free exercise of religion. 

By the time President Reagan nomi-
nated him to become the 16th Chief 
Justice of the United States on June 
20, 1986, to replace Warren Burger, the 
pieces were in place for the Chief Jus-
tice to make a profound impact on 
American jurisprudence. His commit-
ment to his principles were evidenced 
in his majority opinion upholding 
Cleveland, Ohio’s program of school 
vouchers, which allowed public school 
students in poor areas to use vouchers 
to attend better, and often religious, 
schools, against an Establishment 
Clause challenge. His support for free-
dom of religion was also evidenced in 
his concurring opinion of Elk Grove 
Unified School District v. Newdow, in 
which he rightly concluded that the 
phrase ‘‘under God’’ in the Pledge of 
Allegiance was not a violation of the 
Establishment Clause. 

Most recently, Chief Justice 
Rehnquist joined Justice O’Connor’s 
dissent in Kelo v. City of New London 
in which they correctly concluded that 
it is a violation of the fifth amend-
ment’s Public Use Clause when a gov-
ernment takes private property and 
gives it to another private entity to 
use for private commercial purposes. 

Apart from the doctrinal changes the 
Chief Justice brought to the Court, he 
also streamlined the manner in which 
the Court operated. His keen intellect 
and evenhandedness were appreciated 
by all of his colleagues. On the 30th an-
niversary of Rehnquist’s swearing in, 
Justice John Paul Stevens, who often 
found himself on the opposite side of 
opinions from the Chief Justice, 
praised him for the ‘‘efficiency, good 
humor, and absolute impartiality that 
you have consistently displayed when 
presiding at our conferences.’’ These 
traits have led observers of all political 
persuasions to view Chief Justice 
Rehnquist as one of the most con-
sequential jurists in our history. 
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When Chief Justice Rehnquist was di-

agnosed with thyroid cancer in October 
of 2004, many of his admirers feared 
that his tenure on the Court would 
come to an end. The Chief Justice, 
however, had other plans and contin-
ued to make his presence felt on the 
Court even as he battled his disease. 
Unfortunately, last Saturday, Chief 
Justice Rehnquist lost that battle, and 
the country has lost a great intellect 
and a great public servant. His decision 
to swear in President George W. Bush 
last January while battling his illness 
inspired millions of Americans. 

From a personal standpoint, let me 
say that I first met the future Chief 
Justice back in 1968 going door-to-door 
while running for a seat in the Wis-
consin Assembly, and when I knocked 
on his parents’ door, they introduced 
me to the Chief Justice-to-be, and he 
and I have kept contact up for a num-
ber of years until he passed away, both 
before he was selected for the Court 
and I was elected to the Congress. 

As the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, let me say that I deeply 
appreciated the Chief Justice’s invita-
tions to address the twice-yearly meet-
ings of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States on issues relating to the 
separation of powers and the inter-
relationship to how the laws the Con-
gress passes relate to the operation of 
the third branch of government. I can 
say that the Chief Justice was ex-
tremely responsive when I had com-
plained that the Judicial Discipline 
statute enacted in 1980 was not being 
utilized properly and effectively in 
terms of disciplining judges in the ap-
peals court and in the lower Federal 
courts that may have strayed from the 
bounds of propriety and the ethical 
standards that we hope all of the 
judges will uphold. 

I can say that probably one of my 
most profound memories of the Chief 
Justice was at a Judicial Conference 
meeting on the morning of September 
11, 2001, where, because I had the first 
three bills up on the floor at 10 o’clock, 
the Chief Justice put me on first. At 
that time the Twin Towers had both 
been hit, and the Chief Justice came in, 
sat down and said, ‘‘Jim, make this 
snappy. Something bad is going on.’’ 

b 1030 

So my remarks got condensed to a 
minute and a half and the Chief Justice 
said, ‘‘There are no questions of the 
chairman, are there?’’ And everybody 
else in the room got the message, so I 
was then excused, and when I got here 
to the Capitol to make the three mo-
tions for suspensions of the rules, the 
Pentagon had already been hit. So the 
Chief Justice, I think, was advised that 
we were all in danger, he wanted to get 
the business done despite the danger, 
and he was able to do that. I think that 
this shows his character, and it is a 
way that touched me in an extremely 
personal way. 

While the country has lost so much, 
his family, including his children 

James, Nancy, and Janet, and his six 
grandchildren have lost a loving family 
member as well. I know that the whole 
House will join me in extending our 
condolences to his family and our 
thanks for his great service to this 
country. I hope that all Members will 
join me in supporting House Resolution 
423 honoring, recognizing, and express-
ing our gratitude for the distinguished 
service, career, and achievements of 
Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, today I rise to celebrate 
the life of Chief Justice Rehnquist. 
Justice Rehnquist was devoted to the 
highest Court of the land and, more 
broadly, to our system of justice; and 
throughout his long tenure, he served 
them both admirably. During his 33 
years on the Court, 19 of which were as 
Chief Justice, he chartered a definitive 
path which reflected his philosophy 
and left an unquestionable impact on 
the direction of the Court. 

In his early years on the Court, at a 
time when his approach to constitu-
tional interpretation often was not 
shared by a majority on the Court, Jus-
tice Rehnquist stuck closely to his 
principles, earning him the moniker 
‘‘The Lone Ranger.’’ Over time, he was 
joined by other Justices who shared his 
ideology, and he was able to craft ma-
jorities that moved the Court towards 
adopting his vision of the law. To his 
great credit, when faced with a conflict 
between his own strongly held position 
and the dictates of stare decisis, as 
happened with recent efforts to limit 
the Miranda decision, he frequently 
sided with precedent. 

While it is fair to say that over the 
years on decisions which have split the 
Court, I have probably disagreed with 
Chief Justice Rehnquist’s opinions 
more often than I have agreed with 
them; however, I have admired many of 
his efforts to protect the independence 
of the judiciary and his willingness to 
criticize his own party. 

Chief Justice Rehnquist often stated 
his discomfort with Congress encroach-
ing on a court’s prerogative in an at-
tempt to guard judicial independence. 
He lashed out at those attempting to 
impeach judicial activists and threaten 
judges for rulings they did not like. 
‘‘The Constitution protects judicial 
independence not to benefit judges but 
to promote the rule of law. Judges are 
expected to administer the law fairly, 
without regard to public reaction,’’ he 
once said. 

Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist 
also criticized Congress for repeatedly 
enacting Federal criminal laws that 
overlap State laws. The States have 
the primary role in the area of crime 
and law enforcement, he said in his an-
nual message on the judiciary, and 
Congress needs to think twice before 
turning ‘‘every highly publicized soci-
etal ill or sensational crime’’ into a 
new Federal law. ‘‘The trend to fed-

eralize crimes that traditionally have 
been handled in State courts not only 
is taxing the judiciary’s resources,’’ he 
said, ‘‘but it also threatens to change 
entirely the nature of the Federal sys-
tem. Federal courts were not created 
to adjudicate local crimes, no matter 
how sensational or heinous the crimes 
may be. State courts do, can, and 
should handle such problems.’’ 

The impact of Congress having rel-
egated more complex and time-con-
suming cases appropriate for State 
court adjudication to Federal jurisdic-
tion, such as Congress did with class 
action reform, warranted Rehnquist’s 
rebuke: ‘‘Congress should commit itself 
to conserving the Federal courts as a 
distinctive judicial forum of limited ju-
risdiction in our system of federalism. 
Civil and criminal jurisdiction should 
be assigned to the Federal courts only 
to further clearly define national inter-
ests, leaving to the State courts the re-
sponsibility for adjudicating all other 
matters. This long-range plan for Fed-
eral courts is based not simply on the 
preferences of Federal judges but on 
the traditional principle of federalism 
that has guided this country through-
out its existence.’’ 

As noted by the New York Times, 
Chief Justice Rehnquist was also duly 
critical of hastily enacted limitations 
on judicial sentencing decisions and 
the potential damage that compiling 
information on the sentencing habits 
of individual judges could do to fair 
and impartial justice. Chief Justice 
Rehnquist plainly saw his role as de-
fender in chief of the Nation’s inde-
pendent court system, which he fa-
mously called ‘‘one of the crown jewels 
of our system of government.’’ 

His often practical approach to im-
measurably weighty responsibility of 
having one out of nine votes on the 
most powerful Court in the country re-
flected his devotion and respect for the 
institution of the Supreme Court and 
its effect on the lives of all Americans. 
Nowhere did Justice Rehnquist’s love 
for the Court shine through more than 
in his numerous books on Supreme 
Court history and lore. 

Chief Justice Rehnquist also dis-
played considerable skill in managing 
an often divided Court. His colleagues 
have spoken of his deft ability, good 
humor, and impartiality as he led the 
Court through landmark cases. On top 
of this, he served for nearly 2 decades 
as the chief judicial officer of the Na-
tion’s Federal court system, constantly 
advocating for the resources needed to 
improve the courts’ mission of deliv-
ering evenhanded justice throughout 
the Nation. 

I would commend to my colleagues 
the op-ed piece in the New York Times 
yesterday by Laurence Tribe, a fre-
quent litigator in the Supreme Court 
who argued many, many cases, who 
speaks of Chief Justice Rehnquist’s ca-
reer there and finds many, many rea-
sons to praise and admire him. He 
closes his article urging that as the 
Senate now considers the confirmation 
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of a new Chief Justice, they look to one 
of the issues that he felt Chief Justice 
Rehnquist so ably stood for and that is 
the ability of new Justices to help the 
Court earn the respect of all who take 
part in its proceedings or are affected 
by its rulings, which means everyone. 
‘‘Chief Justice Rehnquist,’’ Professor 
Tribe noted, ‘‘was a master at that 
mission. For that, and for the steadi-
ness of his leadership, I will always re-
member him with profound gratitude 
and admiration.’’ 

We are all saddened by the loss of 
Chief Justice William Rehnquist. As we 
mourn his death, regardless of our po-
litical differences, we must remember 
how he selflessly gave to the Court and 
the Nation. His work is an important 
legacy that impacts every American’s 
life and will shape the lives of future 
generations. I join the Nation in ap-
plauding his accomplishments, and I 
express my sympathy for our collective 
loss. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE). 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, not unlike 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, I also 
appeared at the Supreme Court on 9/11 
to address the judicial conference. Just 
as I approached the podium, the Chief 
Justice handed me a note which read: 
‘‘The Pentagon has been bombed.’’ I 
thought perhaps they did not know 
about the World Trade Center because 
they had been in session the entire 
morning, and I said, ‘‘No, Chief, it’s the 
World Trade Center.’’ He said, ‘‘No, 
Howard, it’s the Pentagon here.’’ My 
staff, Mr. Speaker, admonishes me to 
this day for not having retained that 
piece of paper. It would have been a 
nice personal memento. Each time I 
saw the Chief after that, he or I men-
tioned that exchange between us. 

Not unlike the gentleman from Wis-
consin, I did not know the Chief that 
intimately, but I am very high on him. 
I think he was an outstanding Chief 
Justice. Each time I saw him, he or I 
mentioned that exchange between us 
on 9/11. 

If I could describe him very briefly, I 
would say a man blessed with supreme 
intellect; a warm, cordial demeanor; an 
outstanding Chief Justice; an out-
standing jurist; an outstanding citizen; 
an outstanding gentleman. He will in-
deed be missed. I join with my col-
leagues in extending our sincere condo-
lences to the family of this great man. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), the chairman 
of the Subcommittee on the Constitu-
tion. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, as chair-
man of the Constitution Subcommittee 
of the Judiciary Committee, I want to 
take this opportunity to honor the late 
Supreme Court Justice William Hubbs 
Rehnquist. Our country was privileged 
to have Justice Rehnquist serve as a 
member of our Supreme Court for 33 

years, the last 18 years, as we know, as 
Chief Justice. Once considered the 
maverick lone star justice for his solo 
dissents, he eventually led a majority 
which perhaps most importantly fa-
vored a shift in power from Washington 
back to the States where it belongs. 

Among other challenges he met dur-
ing his tenure, Chief Justice Rehnquist 
presided over the impeachment trial of 
a President, President Clinton. Having 
served as one of the House managers 
myself, I can say that he did so with an 
evenhanded approach, showing fairness 
and dignity to both sides. Also, nota-
bly, he was the last member of the 
Court who voted on the landmark case 
of Roe v. Wade, dissenting from that 
ruling that legalized abortion. I will al-
ways appreciate his respect for the 
value of human life and his commit-
ment to this body and local govern-
ment’s making decisions to protect 
life, such as the ban on partial-birth 
abortion. 

Through his opinions, the Chief Jus-
tice showed that an active Court could 
uphold conservative policy through ju-
dicial restraint. As we begin the proc-
ess of finding a replacement for Justice 
Rehnquist, I hope that we will remem-
ber the important impact of his pres-
ence on the Court and his commitment 
to upholding the text and history of 
the Constitution. 

His strength and dedication to our 
country could be seen most recently 
when he fulfilled his duties of swearing 
in our 43rd President for the second 
time while battling terminal thyroid 
cancer. Let us remember this, I believe, 
historic Chief Justice for his love of 
the law and his love for his country. 
Our thoughts and prayers are with his 
family on this day. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT). 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, Chief 
Justice Rehnquist was a man of great 
intellect on a Court that is saturated 
with great intellect. He was also a man 
of vast common sense. Unfortunately, 
common sense was not so well and 
evenly distributed on the Court. None-
theless, as a gentle man, a man of 
class, a man of integrity, he brought 
great wisdom and great honor to the 
Court. As a former prosecutor, a 
former district judge, a former chief 
justice of an appellate court in Texas, 
I watched his actions, I read his opin-
ions and appreciated his great intellec-
tual honesty and appreciation for the 
Constitution. He was a rare man, a 
man that brought great honor upon the 
Court, upon this country, and upon the 
Constitution. He will be sorely missed. 
It is with great respect that we extend 
our sympathy and our sincere best 
wishes and our prayers to the family 
and those closest to the Chief Justice. 
We all mourn the loss of a very great 
American. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I join all of my 
colleagues in expressing our deepest condo-
lences to the family of Chief Justice William H. 
Rehnquist. I mourn his loss, and I thank the 

gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, and the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. CONYERS, for introducing this resolution. 

I had the privilege yesterday of paying my 
respects to the Chief Justice as he lay in 
repose at the Great Hall. As I prayed, I 
thought of the great courage he displayed in 
the last few months, and his devotion to duty, 
even in the face of illness. 

As a Nation, today we honor his memory 
and a lifetime of dedicated public service. 
Chief Justice Rehnquist was a man of great 
intellect and passion for the Supreme Court 
and its traditions, who was an outstanding 
leader and administrator of the judiciary. He 
was not only a student of history, an author of 
books on American history, but he also wrote 
chapters in our Nation’s history as Chief Jus-
tice. 

As a law clerk to a great Justice, Robert 
Jackson, he formed an early appreciation for 
the institution that he would serve in a long 
and distinguished career. As Justice John 
Paul Stevens noted, Chief Justice Rehnquist 
set an exemplary example as leader of the 
Court. His colleagues uniformly spoke of his 
fair and impartial leadership of their pro-
ceedings, and of his efforts to prevent dis-
agreements from becoming personal. 

His legacy is his steadfast and proud de-
fense of an independent judiciary. As Justice 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg said on Sunday: ‘‘He re-
garded an independent judiciary as our coun-
try’s hallmark and pride, and in his annual re-
ports, he constantly urged Congress to safe-
guard that independence.’’ 

I hope all of us in Congress will honor his 
legacy by preserving an independent judiciary. 
It is our oath of office to protect and defend 
the Constitution of the United States—and that 
means protecting an independent judiciary 
free of manipulation and intimidation. 

As the New York Times noted this morning, 
Chief Justice Rehnquist disapproved of recent 
Congressional attempts to ‘‘intimidate indi-
vidual judges, strip federal courts of jurisdic-
tion to decide certain constitutional challenges, 
and otherwise undermine the constitutional 
separation of powers and checks and bal-
ances.’’ In his last annual report, the Chief 
Justice wrote that ‘‘A judge’s judicial acts may 
not serve as a basis for impeachment. Any 
other rule would destroy judicial independ-
ence.’’ 

An independent judiciary has served for 
more than two centuries as the guardian of 
our constitutional liberties and as the words on 
the Supreme Court building so nobly state, 
has ensured ‘‘equal justice under law.’’ We 
must preserve an independent judiciary and 
honor his memory by doing so. 

It is with sadness and respect that I extend 
my sympathies to Chief Justice Rehnquist’s 
family and friends. I hope it is a comfort that 
so many people are praying for them at this 
sad time. He will long be remembered and 
missed. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to pay tribute to one of the most in-
fluential jurists of the 20th Century, Chief Jus-
tice William H. Rehnquist, the 16th Chief Jus-
tice of the United States upon his passing on 
the evening of Saturday, September 3, 2005. 

First appointed to the Supreme Court as an 
Associate Justice by President Richard Nixon 
in 1972, Rehnquist would go on to serve for 
33 years, the final 19 of which as Chief Jus-
tice. During his time on the Court, Rehnquist 
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earned the reputation as a conservative intel-
lectual who would challenge the status quo in 
the name of judicial restraint and federalism 
principles. He respected the Court’s role as an 
independent body whose role was not to legis-
late subjectively on the issues of the day; but 
rather, to serve as the objective arbiter of the 
rule of law. 

Notwithstanding the politically charged na-
ture of the Court during the latter half of the 
20th Century, Rehnquist was very well liked 
and respected by all his colleagues, even 
those with whom he frequently disagreed. In 
fact, Justice John Paul Stevens, the Justice 
with whom Rehnquist most frequently dis-
agreed, commented on ‘‘the efficiency, good 
humor and absolute impartiality that 
[Rehnquist had] consistently displayed when 
presiding at [Supreme Court] Conferences.’’ 
This ability to work closely with all of his col-
leagues was a testament to Chief Justice 
Rehnquist’s affability, professionalism and 
evenhandedness. 

Not only will Chief Justice William H. 
Rehnquist be missed as a jurist, he will also 
be missed as a loving family man. Though his 
wife preceded him in death, he is survived by 
three wonderful children to whom he no doubt 
passed his strong work ethic, patriotism, and 
deep and abiding respect for our American in-
stitutions. 

In closing Mr. Speaker, please let me ex-
tend my condolences to Chief Justice 
Rehnquist’s family and friends on their loss. 
He was a great American and will be missed 
by us all. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of today, the resolution is con-
sidered read and the previous question 
is ordered. 

The question is on the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 
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EXPRESSING CONDOLENCES OF 
NATION TO VICTIMS OF HURRI-
CANE KATRINA 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it shall be in 
order at any time to consider in the 
House the resolution (H. Res. 425); the 
resolution shall be considered as read; 
the previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the resolution to its 
adoption without intervening motion 
or demand for division of the question 
except: (1) 1 hour of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure; and (2) one motion to re-
commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Lou-
isiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, pursu-

ant to the order of the House of today, 

I call up the resolution (H. Res. 425) ex-
pressing the condolences of the Nation 
to the victims of Hurricane Katrina, 
commending the resiliency of the peo-
ple of the States of Louisiana, Mis-
sissippi, and Alabama, and committing 
to stand by them in the relief and re-
covery efforts, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of H. Res. 425 is as follows: 
H. RES 425 

Whereas, on August 28, 2005, Hurricane 
Katrina reached landfall devastating the 
Gulf Coast states; 

Whereas there has yet to be a full account-
ing for all our citizens whose lives were trag-
ically lost; 

Whereas the cost in human suffering is on-
going for hundreds of thousands of people 
who have lost loved ones, homes, and liveli-
hoods; 

Whereas immediate humanitarian aid is 
still critically needed in many of the dev-
astated regions; 

Whereas the devastation on the Gulf Coast 
of Mississippi, Louisiana, and Alabama is 
catastrophic; 

Whereas the City of New Orleans is trag-
ically flooded and the surrounding commu-
nities of St. Bernard and Plaquemines par-
ishes are devastated; 

Whereas every city on the Mississippi Gulf 
Coast is severely damaged or destroyed, in-
cluding Waveland, Bay St. Louis, Pass Chris-
tian, Long Beach, Gulfport, Biloxi, Ocean 
Springs, Moss Point, and Pascagoula; 

Whereas the States of Florida, Texas, and 
Georgia also sustained damage; 

Whereas Coast Guard search and rescue 
teams, police, firefighters, the National 
Guard, and many ordinary citizens have 
risked their lives to save others; 

Whereas doctors, nurses, and medical per-
sonnel worked expeditiously to ensure that 
hospitals, medical centers, and triage units 
provided needed care; 

Whereas the American Red Cross, the Sal-
vation Army, and other volunteer organiza-
tions and charities are supplying hurricane 
victims with food, water, and shelter; 

Whereas the State of Texas and numerous 
other States have welcomed tens of thou-
sands of victims from Louisiana and pro-
vided them with aid and comfort; 

Whereas the Army Corps of Engineers has 
worked to reinforce levees in Louisiana; and 

Whereas thousands of volunteers and gov-
ernment employees from across the Nation 
have committed time and resources to help 
with recovery efforts: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) expresses the condolences of the Nation 
to the victims of Hurricane Katrina; 

(2) commends the resiliency and courage of 
the people of the States of Louisiana, Mis-
sissippi, and Alabama; and 

(3) commits to provide the necessary re-
sources and to stand by the people of the 
States of Louisiana, Mississippi, and Ala-
bama in the relief, recovery, and rebuilding 
efforts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of today, 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
BOUSTANY) and the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) 
each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 

may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H. Res. 425. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the House of Represent-

atives expresses the condolences of the 
Nation to the victims of Hurricane 
Katrina, and this resolution expresses 
those condolences. It commends the re-
siliency and courage of the people of 
the States of Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and Alabama, and it commits to pro-
vide the necessary resources and to 
stand by the people of the States of 
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Alabama in 
the relief, recovery, and rebuilding ef-
forts. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate approved a 
similar resolution last night, and bi-
partisan support for recognizing the 
work of first responders and to express 
congressional concern for those dis-
placed by the hurricane and those who 
died is in order. My district, the Sev-
enth Congressional District of Lou-
isiana, did not suffer significant dam-
age from Hurricane Katrina, but we 
face enormous challenges of sheltering 
and supporting the numerous evacuees 
now in my district. The rest of our 
State down in the New Orleans area 
and south, in Plaquemines Parish and 
St. Bernard Parish were devastated. 

Mr. Speaker, we are up to the chal-
lenge. In my district, in Lake Charles, 
there are an estimated 25,000 evacuees, 
and in Lafayette, my hometown, there 
are an estimated 40,000 evacuees. Offi-
cial tallies are much lower because 
many had family or friends to stay 
with or had funds to pay for hotel 
rooms, but this is going to be tem-
porary. Almost all available housing 
has been rented or bought. Schools are 
preparing to accept thousands of new 
students. In fact, we are already cur-
rently enrolling many of these stu-
dents. 

State and local officials are con-
cerned about being able to support 
evacuees for the long months of recov-
ery. Local community organizations 
are stepping up to help, but have lim-
ited resources. The evacuation process 
continues. Much media attention has 
been on New Orleans, but there are 
other areas of Louisiana that remain 
under 10 feet of water or more. A num-
ber of communities in the Third Dis-
trict of Louisiana, represented by the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
MELANCON), have been completely de-
stroyed. Entire towns in Mississippi 
have been destroyed. There are resi-
dents of these communities still wait-
ing for aid, food, water, and health sup-
plies. 

The recovery process will be long and 
expensive. The Federal Government 
must continue to step in and bring its 
resources to bear in this effort. 

Mr. Speaker, the visual images have 
been heartbreaking, and I have seen 
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